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Sir: 

Appellant has noted an inadvertent error in the last paragraph on page 5 of the 
request for rehearing. Although it is believed that this error would be apparent from the context 
provided by the rest of the brief, appellant is providing a correction to avoid any possible 
confusion due to the error. The paragraph was intended to read as follows. 



To reiterate, appellant is not arguing about the advantages of different products, 
but instead is using the data in the specification defining the location of epitopes responsible for 
side offooto plaque clearing and postfiling data regarding side effects to support an inferential 
conclusion of unexpected results of practical significance of the AJ31-7 moiety of the claimed 
product vis a vis Wong's ApM-10 fragment. 



Application No. 10/777,792 



PATENT 



Communication dated November $ 2010 



Appellant also provides a clean version of the request for rehearing incorporating 



Reconsideration is respectfully requested for all of the above reasons. 
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the correction. 
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